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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-31 were pending and were examined. The claims have been amended 

and canceled as noted above. Re-examination and reconsideration of the claims, as amended, are 
respectfully requested. 

The rejection under 35 USC §112, second paragraph, is overcome in part and 
traversed in part. Claims 1-11 have been canceled, thus rendering the indefiniteness rejection 
moot. Claim 12, in contrast, is an independent claim, and it is not understood how the redundant 
recitation in claim 1 would render claims 12-14 indefinite. 

The rejection for double patenting is overcome by submitting a Terminal 
Disclaimer over copending, commonly-owned U.S. Patent No. 6,660,041. 

The rejections of claims 26, 27, 29, and 30 for anticipation over Thomas et al. 
'698 is moot as these claims have been canceled. 

The obviousness rejections of claims 1-11 over Thomas et al. in view of Imran 
'985, optionally combined with Gunther f 484 and Ressmen et al. 707 are also moot as these 
claims have been canceled. 

The rejection of claims 12-14 over Thomas et al. '698 in view of Strauss et al. 
'152 has been overcome as follows. Independent claim 12 has been amended to further recite 
that the disrupted clot is aspirated "through a lumen in the catheter body while rotating a helical 
rotor in said lumen to assist in aspiration." Neither Thomas nor Strauss suggest such a step. 
Moreover, the novelty of using a helical rotor for clot withdrawal was recognized by the 
Examiner in allowing claim 25. Thus, it is believed that independent claim 12 as well as claims 
13 and 14 dependent thereon are now in condition for allowance. 

The rejection of independent claim 15, as well as claims 16-23 dependent thereon, 
has been overcome by amending claim 15 to recite the limitations of dependent claims 24 and 
25, which have been indicated as being allowable by the Examiner. 
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CONCLUSION 



As all other claims have been canceled, Applicants believe that all remaining 



claims are now in condition for allowance and request that the application be passed to issue at 
an early date. 



If for any reason the Examiner believes that a telephone conference would in any 



way expedite prosecution of the subject application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the 
undersigned at (650) 326-2400. 



TOWNSEND and TOWNSEND and CREW LLP 

Two Embarcadero Center, Eighth Floor 

San Francisco, California 941 1 1-3834 

Tel: 650-326-2400 

Fax:415-576-0300 

Attachments: Terminal Disclaimer 6, 660, 014 
JMH:jis 

60449592 v1 




ispectfully submitted, 
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